This paper has a twofold purpose. First, to present the sustainability of a set of heterogeneous 96 Eucalyptus plantations in Spain. To undertake this task, the sustainability of each plantation 97 has been defined by using nine indicators of an economic, environmental and social nature. The rest of the paper has been organized in the following way: section 2 presents the goal 108 programming method, the survey and the statistical analysis; section 3 presents the case study, Goal and constraints:
139 as "Non Identified" (see Table 1 ). Table 2 . D r a f t Table 2 approximately here   237   238 First of all, we decided to consider the three sustainability pillars (economic, environmental 239 and social) because this is the approach most widely used in sustainability exercises (Diaz- 
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The results of this survey (Table 5) Brockerhoff, E.G., Jactel, H., Parrotta, J.A. Note: this kind of question was repeated for all the combinations: Two for the remaining combinations regarding criteria and nine for the combinations covering the three indicators chosen for each criterion. Due to space constraints, we did not include these eleven questions.
3. On the other hand, when your are choosing which forest plantation is the most sustainable one, it is very likely that you should assume values of different indicators that are not the optimal ones, but, however, they could be acceptable. In short, it must be understood that all the indicators cannot reach their optimal value in all the plantations (either the maximum or minimum value, depending on the indicator category). Therefore, we are asking you which values of these indicators would be acceptable to you, without necessarily being forced to qualify as being unsustainable the plantations do not reach that value. [For example, if for the net present value indicator, you accept a value for any of the plantations analysed which reaches 70% of the optimal value of the indicator, you should mark the cell of the With the values of the indicators for each plantation, the weights and targets collected with this survey, we will apply a multiple criteria decision-making model to establish a ranking of sustainability among plantations considered. This model provides different solutions, and we would like you to help us to choose the solution that best suits your preferences. Specifically, the model proposes a set of solutions with two clear limits. One would be appropriate for pursuing an efficient as possible solution, which seeks to obtain the values for the indicators reaching the greatest achievement regarding their sustainability (Solution 1). For example, the most efficient solution would be a plantation which is more sustainable, because it reaches optimal values in several indicators. However, this plantation shows values very far away from the optimal ones for other indicators considered. The other limit is given by the most balanced solution, which would be the best alternative in terms of a balance between the results achieved by the various indicators (Solution 0). For example, this could be one where a plantation is sustainable without reaching the optimal values but almost no indicator, while it does not show values at some distance from the optimal values for the other indicators considered. 
